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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 



3. Claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Shimomura, Patent No. 5,091,964. 



4. As to claims 1, 12 and 23, Shimomura discloses a method for editing an 
electronic document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 
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dividing said document into a plurality of regions, each region having a reference 
axis, and wherein positions of said drawings are identified with respect to said axes 
(Abstract, col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 45); 

receiving a request to modify a line size of said document (Shimomura discloses 
reduction means for reducing or scaling down each of the plurality of image regions 
divided by dividing means (col. 2, lines 12-31), thus, receiving a request to modify is an 
inherent feature of computer processing); and 

reseating said drawings in accordance with said modification in line size and said 
axes (col. 2, lines 12-31). 

5. As to claim 6, Shimomura discloses wherein said step of rescaling said drawings 
further comprises the step of rescaling offset distances between reference points of said 
drawings and said axes (col. 4, line 43 - col. 6, line 23). 

6. As to claim 7, Shimomura discloses wherein said plurality of regions includes a 
left margin region, a body region, and a right margin region (col. 4, line 43 - col. 6, line 
23). 

7. As to claim 8, Shimomura discloses wherein said reference axes are horizontally- 
located in the center of said regions (col. 4, line 43 - col. 6, line 23). 
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8. As to claims 16 and 19, Shimomura discloses a method for editing an electronic 
document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 

dividing said electronic document into a plurality of adjacent regions (Abstract, 
col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 45); 

assigning a reference axis for each of said regions (Abstract, col. 1, line 51 - col. 
2, line 45); 

identifying one or more drawings in said document, and assigning each of said 
drawings to one of said regions (col. 7, lines 3-51 ); 

for each of said drawings, determining a distance to one of said reference axes 
(col. 8, lines 21-30); and 

responsive to a change in a line size of said document, rescaling each of said 
drawings in accordance with a proportion of said change in said line size, and said 
distance to said one of said reference axes (col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 23). 

9. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Okawa 
et al. (Okawa), Patent No. 6,397,233. 

10. As to claims 13, and 15, Okawa discloses a method for editing an electronic 
document containing text and drawings, comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request to modify a line height of said text (Abstract, and col. 6, lines 
28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B); 
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rescaling said text in proportion to said modified line height (Abstract, and col. 6, 
lines 28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B); and 
rescaling said drawing responsive to said request to modify said line height 
(Abstract, and col. 6, lines 28-63 and col. 8, lines 22-41 and Figs. 5A and 5B). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 2-3, 9-11, 24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shimomura as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 above, and 
further in view of Fukuda et al. (Fukuda), Patent No. 5,867,593. 

13. As to claims 2, 24 and 26, Shimomura discloses reduction means for reducing or 
scaling down each of the plurality of image regions divided by dividing means (col. 2, 
lines 12-31) as discussed in claims 1 and 12 above. However, Shimomura does not 
explicitly disclose the steps of: 

determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with one another; . 
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if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of 
said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. 

Fukuda discloses overlapping region detection 133 detects an overlapping region 
on the basis of the positional relationship of the coordinates, and if there is an 
overlapping region detected, then re-dividing processing 134 re-divides the regions into 
regions having no overlapping region (col. 20, line 36 - col. 21, line 36). Since Fukuda 
disclose image region dividing apparatus which is similar to dividing document image 
into a plurality of image regions of Shimomura, thus it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Fukuda and Shimomura to include determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with 
one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one 
or more of said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. By repositioning or re- 
dividing the regions so overlapping problem would not exit, and that would enhance the 
image region dividing system. 

14. As to claim 3, Shimomura and Fukuda disclose the steps of: 

determining if a size of said repositioned drawings exceeds a predetermined limit 

(Fukuda, col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, Iine13); and 

if said size is determined to exceed said limit, rescaling the repositioned drawings 

such that said size no longer exceeds said limit (Fukuda, col. 3, line 65 - col. 4, Iine13). 
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15. As to claim 9, Shimomura and Fukuda disclose wherein said drawings each 
include an anchor point (Fukuda, Fig. 19). 

16. As to claim 10, Shimomura and Fukuda disclose wherein said anchor point is a 
center of said drawing (Fukuda, Fig. 19). 

17. As to claim 11, Shimomura and Fukuda disclose wherein said anchor point is a 
corner of said drawing (Fukuda, Fig. 19). 

18. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shimomura as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 above, Fukuda et al. 
(Fukuda), Patent No. 5,867,593 as applied to claims 2-3, 9-11, 24 and 26 above, and 
further in view of Mott et al. (Mott), Patent No. 6,326,970. 

19. As to claims 4 and 5, Shimomura and Fukuda discloses the limitations as 
discussed in claims 2 and 3 above. However, Shimomura and Fukuda do not explicitly 
disclose wherein said predetermined limit is a page width and/or a distance between a 
right margin and a left margin of said document. Mott discloses a web page is reduced 
to fit within a specified threshold such as the horizontal margins (left margin and right 
margin) of the display (Abstract and col. 2, line 59 - col. 3, line 37). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine 
the teachings of Mott and Shimomura-Fukuda to include predetermined limit is a page 
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width and/or a distance between a right margin and a left margin of said document. 
Mott's system retains the original look and feel of the web page while allowing the web 
page to fit within a selected horizontal width without the use of horizontal scroll bars. 

20. Claims 17-18 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shimomura as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 above, and further in 
view of Mott et al. (Mott), Patent No. 6,326,970. 

21. As to claim 17 and 25, Shimomura, however, does not explicitly disclose the 
steps of: 

responsive to said change in said line size of said document, repositioning one or more 
of said drawings, such that a portion of said drawing is displayed on a first page of said 
document, and a portion of said drawing is displayed on a second page of said 
document. Mott discloses a web page has embed element that includes image data is 
reduced in size to fit within a specified threshold such as the horizontal margins of a 
screen, and any vertical portion of the web page overlapping the vertical margin is 
access through a vertical scroll bar or similar technique (one page and then next page) 
(Abstract, col. 2, I59 - col. 3, line 37). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Mott and 
Shimomura to include changing a size of a document by repositioning or rescaling the 
document (including embedded image), and if the first page does not hold the whole 
rescaled document, then the second page will display the rest. Mott's system retains 
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the original look and feel of the web page while allowing the web page to fit within a 
selected horizontal width without the use of horizontal scroll bars. 

22. As to claim 18, Shimomura and Mott disclose the step of displaying one or more 
indicators on said first page indicating the existence of said portion of one or more of 
said drawings displayed on said second page (Mott, Abstract, col. 2, I59 - col. 3, line 
37). 

23. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Okawa 
et al. (Okawa), Patent No. 6,397,233, and further in view of Fukuda et al. (Fukuda), 
Patent No. 5,867,593. 

24. As to claim 14, Okawa discloses the limitations as discussed in claim 13 and 15. 
However, However Okawa does not explicitly disclose the steps of: 

determining if said rescaled drawings overlap with one another; 

if said rescaled drawings are determined to overlap, repositioning one or more of 
said drawings such that said overlap no longer exists. 

Fukuda discloses overlapping region detection 133 detects an overlapping region 
on the basis of the positional relationship of the coordinates, and if there is an 
overlapping region detected, then re-dividing processing 134 re-divides the regions into 
regions having no overlapping region (col. 20, line 36 - col. 21, line 36). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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combine the teachings of Fukuda and Okawa to include determining if said rescaled 
drawings overlap with one another and if said rescaled drawings are determined to 
overlap, repositioning one or more of said drawings such that said overlap no longer 
exists. By repositioning or re-dividing the regions so overlapping problem would not 
exit, and that would enhance the image region dividing system. 

25. Claims 20-22 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shimomura as applied to claims 1, 6-8, 12, 16-19 and 23 above, and further in 
view of Colleran et al. (Colleran), Patent No. 6,075,532. 

26. As to claims 20, 22 and 27, Shimomura discloses a method for editing an 
electronic document containing drawings, comprising the steps of: 

dividing said document into a plurality of adjacent regions, each region having a 
reference axis (Abstract, col. 1 , line 51 - col. 2, line 45); 

However, Shimomura does not explicitly disclose determining a bounding box for 
a new drawing to be added to said document; identifying an anchor point for said new 
drawing; and storing an offset value representing a distance between said new drawing 
and one of said reference axes. Colleran discloses a boundary box is specified before 
a character in a frame of an animated sequence (new drawing) is displayed in a 
rectangle 304 (document), and the rectangle 304 is divided into two regions 301 and 
302, and storing bitmap portion of the image and determining the area within the 
boundary box (Fig. 4 and col. 8, lines 46 - col. 9, line 52). It would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teachings of Colleran and Shimomura to include determining a bounding box for a new 
drawing to be added to said document; identifying an anchor point for said new drawing; 
and storing an offset value representing a distance between said new drawing and one 
of said reference axes. Colleran's system improves the efficiency of redrawing of 
animated characters on a desktop in a windows-based operating system. 

27. As to claim 21, Shimomura and Colleran disclose wherein said bounding box 
encompasses an existing drawing and a newly-added drawing (Colleran, col. 7, lines 
17-41). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chau Nguyen whose telephone number is ((571) 272- 
4092. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 am to 5:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild, can be reached at (571) 272-4090. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Chau Nguyen 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 76 




SANJIV SHAH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



